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EX PARTE PRESENTATION

Mr. William F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

RE: Implementation of the Local Competition Provisions
in the Telecommunications Act of 1996
CC Docket No. 96-98

Dear Mr. Caton:

JUN 26 '~'~6

On June 26, 1996, U S WEST, Inc. ("U S WEST') held a meeting at the Federal
Communications Commission concerning the above-referenced proceeding. The
meeting was with Daniel Gonzalez, Legal Advisor to Commissioner Rachelle B.
Chong and Kasia Biernacki, Legal Intern. In attendance at the meeting on behalf of
US WEST were Cyndie Eby, Executive Director Federal Regulatory; and Lawrence
E. Sarjeant, VP Federal Regulatory. Attached hereto are two copies of a document
that was left with Mr. Gonzalez and Ms. Biernacki during the meeting. During the
meeting, the U S WEST representatives discussed the status of U S WEST
Communications' ongoing local interconnection negotiations, the resale of local
exchange services, the application of access charges to interconnectors and sub-loop
unbundling.

In accordance with Commission Rule 1.1206(a)(l), two copies of the document left
with Mr. Gonzalez and Ms. Biernacki accompany this notice of presentation and are
being filed with you for inclusion in the public record. Acknowledgment and date of
receipt are requested. A copy of this transmittal letter is provided for this purpose.
Please contact me if you have questions.

Sincerely,

Attachments

cc: Kasia Biernacki
Daniel Gonzalez



STATUS OF UNBUNDLING IN US WEST COMMtJNlCA.TlONS STATES

The U S WEST Qcw.....k:atiaas (USWC) ...-thatbI:viDI.,mined die u.e ofme
depee of 1JfthundJiDJ!bit is ftlIIUiIed fcx' decrive~ bne.ftljeded die position
of abe iDcumbeDt iJIIaexcbIDppnwiders dw deep uabuDdHna.1Dd ill panicDIar.
subloop unbuDdIi.... is __III')'_ They have required lballoops and pons be unbundled.
IDd .-=ss1Ddmbues such IS 800 and LIDB IS well IS sipalin. be provided along
with access 10 DilecIUi)' Assistance, 0pera1Dl' Servic:es aDd J JRinp. Beyoad tbesc
fundemenral elemenu. which they have deemed not ID be CICOIJOII'Iiady fasible to
duplicate. they ha~ ctim:ted the·panies to usc a bona fide request paoceu.

The following is a brief 511",l"my of the poposed rules and orders.

Arizona
On January 2, 1996, the Arizona Corporation Conmrission issued Sds proposed rule
forcomrnenL
Am;p tpDewi aM Ncmrtc fJlDCljcp
• Incumben~are required to provide DOD-CtiscrimiMUJry ICCeIS to all DeCesmy
netWOrk funcDons, databales and service compoaeD1S required ID provide ccmpeIilive
lOCI! exchanae services. They iDclude but are DOt lin'iMd to, DA "...... JiAinp, wbiIe
pile listiD~yellow plPliMinp, 800 lJDB lad AIN de-••oms baIIinI. busy
line verification aDd busy tiDe inial.opeI8Illrrices, cIiIIdWI_ G _Iepbone
diaecaories, inclusion of aJ!C infcrUllDon in the caD pide IeCIion of die diaeaory IIId
E-91l.
• Access to additional netWOrk functions. duabues and service~may be
required from time to time by Older of the Cormrission. This does DOt pzeclude the
panies from negotiatin, volunwy arranFJDCDu, which must be filed with the
Commission and made available to other CLECs. under not-discrimiDatory terms and
conditions. and pricing.
• Access shall at least be equal in type. quality and price to that provided to themselves,
to any affiliate, from any affiliale. or 10 another incumbent LEC.
• LECs shall make available the <.;aU setup signaling resources and information necessary
for setting up local and interexchange connections. including the use of signaling .
protocols used in the querying of data bases such as 800 and LIDB.
Unbundlin&
• Essential facilities shall be provided on terms and under conditions that are equivalent
to the terms and conditions under which a LEC provides such eaentill facilities or
SCJVices to itself in the provision of the local exchanae carrier's services.
• Essential facilities are: termination of local calls. termination of loal distance calls,
interCOnnection with £911 and 911 services. access to numbering resources, dedicated
channel network access connection and unbundled loops.
• A Bona Fide request plocess can be used to request unbundling of any netWOrk facility
or service capability not previously identified. For 12 months followiDg the effective
date of these rules the incumbent LEC shall respond in writing within 120 days.
Thereafter. a written response is due within 90 days. The wriueD reapaase must indicate
if the LEC intends to deny or provide the unbundled elemenL Ifa LEe apees to provide
the element, a 1Iriff sball be filed with the Commission within ISO days of the bona fide
request. If a LEC does not intend to comply with the request the basis for the refusal
shall be~e clear. If a LEC asserts that unbundling the network facility or service is
not tee~n~cally feasible. notice to that effect shall be made to the requesting party and the
Commisslon.



g:~1996, ..CoIando Public UdIiIies Ca.......... die Decisioa
AdujaiDJ~..::""""'" JeIIIiDa \I) IiIIa-*aD IIIlIU...........
l1IIIiIIdIiJI&,A . loop local Uo.I-- E_alial fIcili1ia or fuDctions are; , SWl_ CQiN'dl1I'IDIpGIt~
dedicIIed 1I'ID~ IiDks., 1ocaI1ad 1DI1 tIDdtm swiachinJ, opet'IUIr syaems. siplin.
links, sipal trlnsfer points and access to each service conn point via sipal nnsfc:r
points.

- ATAT aDd MC _pad tbat it js e.llnlial far me Jocalloop COIIIpDftCftt to be mabuDd1ed
mID three scpaI8le elemeDts: loop feeder, loop CODCeDaaDoD lad loop dislribution.

-The Cmmillion beId IS follows: "USWC claimed that emriDl loop plant in DOt
concisely 5epDeDted with clearly defiDed points of inrcrDce. New security pocedun:s
would be needed to assure network intelrity. The fact is. unbundlin. the loop into feeder
and disaibution cannot be accomplished without sipificant expenditures to ReDJineer
the way loops are provisioned. Thi~ commen~ at the very leal, mila questions
n:prding the advisability of loop unbundling as .cIvOClIed by the DeW emranlS.
Additionally, the Act requires unbundling of the loop without any mention of funher
unbundling of the loop into subpans. At this time we decline ID adopt the ATATIMCI
sugestion."

• A deIai1ed record of III req.... far DllhupcIJjq IIIIl1 be n:winlained by Ibe pmviders
reqlJlllliD. sacb unbandHna aad filed qaansty with die Qwnmi... This infatmation
should detail the inlel'lClion and provide the provider's IapoII& At 11I)* time when a
disapeement arises between pmviders n:prdinc the provision of iDIIr:R:oaDection or
unbundling under these rules, either pany may file a complaint with the Commission.

IOWA
Fmal Rules wen: issued on April 5. 1996. The Rules addressed the issues of:
Unbunclliol
• USWC should file at a minimum: loops, ports, sipalin.links.. sipal nnsfer poinlS.
facilities to intereonDeCt unbundled links at the cenual office. inraoffice transmissiop
facilities. directory listinp in while paJe5, directory listing in yellow paps, listings in the
DA database, inbound ope:ratar services including busy line verification and call
intenup~ interCODnection to the 911 system and interCOnnection to the tandem switch for
routing to other carriers.
• A bona fide request can be made for additional unbundling
• Intereonnection to essential facilities shalt be technically and economically equivalent
to those under which the LEe pruvuJes those facilities to iuelf or its affiliates.

WASHINGTON
The Washington Utilities and Transportation Commission issued the Fori
Supplemental Order in Docket Nos UT-941464. UT-941465. UT-9S0146 and UT
950265 on October 31. 1995.

UnbuDdlinl
• The Commission held as follows: "It appealS that the Commission need not order
unbundling at this time. JiveD USWC's represeutaDve that it wiD file an unbundled loop
tariff. and the appanmt lack of an muediaie need for man: exteasive unbuDdliDg. At this
time, the Commission is atisfied with a first level of unbundlin. that includes an
unbundled loop and an efficient line-side intel'COllDeCtion. Thus. wbile we would prefer
that companies step forth with unbundling tariffs. for now the ComnDssion supports a
bona fide request procedure proposed by Commission Staff."


